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; nevertheless, specific drawbacks do exist. Cost, lack of trained personnel, bulkiness of the device, and difficulty in focusing in cavities are some of them. In addition, if microsurgery is performed in less than ideal situations (e.g., single-handedly, no extra personnel), adjusting the device is almost impossible without serious delay and extra fatigue.
In an effort to evaluate other alternatives, I performed six consecutive free flaps for varying reasons and in different anatomical areas using a relatively new device called the Varioscope AF3 (Life Optics, Vienna, Austria). The results were encouraging, and in no case did I experience failure or reexploration of anastomoses. Four rectus femoris flaps, one latissimus dorsi flap, and one anterior tibial thigh perforator flap were used, resulting in 14 anastomoses in head and neck and lower limb reconstruction. The Varioscope ( Fig. 1 ) has specific characteristics that combine the microscope and loupe philosophies. Automatic or manual focus through a foot pedal and a magnification range between 3.6ϫ and 7.2ϫ allow the surgeon to change distance and magnification while dissecting the flaps or performing the anastomosis, which alleviates the discomfort and pain of keeping the same distance for a long time. The automatic parallax control is a serious advantage, because the surgeon is not obliged to stay in a firm position as with the microscope or the loupes and at the same time can enjoy a nice three-dimensional image. Having performed, as others have suggested, 2,3 free-tissue transfers using only 6ϫ loupes for the last 3 years, the sense of freedom that I get using the Varioscope is the same. 4 An extra advantage is the large field of vision that, in maximum magnification, reaches between 30 mm minimum and 72 mm maximum, depending on what the eye-toobject distance is (from 600 mm to 300 mm). Therefore, the Varioscope combines the advantages of both the operating microscope and the loupes with perfect mobility. Of course, the instrument has some drawbacks, such as its weight, which reaches 297 g, almost three times heavier than a pair of high-power loupes, but it is well balanced. Another drawback is the price, which is almost 10 times higher than the price of a pair of loupes; however, it is only approximately one eighth of the price of a microscope. Considering that free-tissue transfers are becoming increasingly popular and are not always performed in an ideal setting, the portability of the device allows these operations to be performed even in private hospitals, where the lack of a microscope is often the rule. In my personal experience, the Varioscope offers some specific advantages that are worth a second look, and it undoubtedly is a serious alternative to the microscope.
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